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Digests of Recent Opinions 





WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION 
_—MUNICIPAL LAW — Muni- 
cipal officers such as firemen 
and policemen are within the 
coverage of the Workmen's 
Compensation Aet. 

_4 widow of a deceased em- 
ployee may receive both a 
nension and Workmen's Com- 
pensation benefits. 


‘TED 


Digested from an opinion 
old n. S. J. A. D. renders 
N : 1955. Guth v. North 

p rr appellant-—Nichola 
der. For respondent 

H Stein (Nath 





atty.). 
ner’s decedent die 
injuries sustained 
ent arising out of an 
yurse Of his dut 
‘tment lieutenant The 
voted the widow 
$1500 annually pu! 





N. J. S. A. 43:16- 
‘d through the 
Telief association 
ained under N. J.S. A 

Thereafter she filed tl 

claim petition 


ion herein which 


resisted on 
employer-employee re 
did not exist be 
vas a township officer 


the case of an of! 
beneficiary enjoy 
inder a mandatory 
right, such  benefic 
iim benefits under 
Compensation A 


Vorkmen’s Compensa 
n and the County) 
ed compen 
nip appe 
Nw. 2s. °8 34 i 





mployee of the 





ty injured in liz 
hall be compensate 
i 5-88 this article N 
SOK nployee who has beet 
OCIS mm: pension by reason of 
J. Coon ur disability shall be « 
ay RUeC to compensation 
7 } herein ont 
— ynstrued af 
ing... any provi 
tirement or! f 
ided by lav 
ry 
“xX in, like a p 
URTS lic officer es 


like decedent hold 
rank. Neverthe] 
beer. a long-contin 
construction of 
Compensation Act 


injured firemen 









Rogan v. Burlington, 39 
L. J. 264. where a 1 f 
an sued for Wo I 
ion. the col urt held t 

ployee’ i 
er than the 
and included all 


rsons who perform 
another for a fi 
nsideration 

it was also he 
egislature had specifically 
nunicipal elective offi- 

ins coverage of the Act 






had made no aitempt 
other office holders 


the express exclusion 
lective officers implies 


i) 





; e holders were not t 
= ER d from the Act 
*2aS decided in 1914 
acquiesced in by the 
ever since. 


the municipality’s sec- 
ntention. nowhere in 
<r the pension act or in the 
§ n’s Compensation Act is 
“fa requirement that de- 
“J€nts of a municipal em- 
, Rv = Make an election between 
4sion and compensation. The 








r ht to 


compensat l an 
owing to 


i 
independent right flowin 
the Wor 


lependents trom 


Compensation Act. and is not 
right which they succeed to as 

epresentatives of the deceased 

employee. A widow an receive 
h benefits 


Citizenship of Guardian 
Controls Diversity 
Problem 
The 


ippointed 


zenship of a guardian 


incompetent 


sit} 
Citlz 


lor an 


the basis for determining 
diversity of citizenship for 
Federal court jurisdiction, pro- 


vided the guardian has 
ue, and not the 

f the injured incompetent. This 
i holding in Fallat, etc 

Gouran, U. S. Court of Ap 


capacity 
citizenship 


the 








a for the Third Circuit No 
113844. In an opinion by Chief 
Judge Biggs, reversing the dis- 

the suit in the court 
below. the Appellate Court said 
n part 

Di a citizen of Pennsyl- 
ania, was struck in that State 
by an automobile driven by 
Gouran, also a citizen of Penn- 

Allegedly as a result 
of injuries sustained in the ac 
ient. Dixon became a “weak- 
minded” person and his daugh 
ter, Mrs. Fallat, a citizen of Ne\ 
Jer was appoir en 
ardian by 7 of 
Commo Ple O ntgomery 
Co Pa 4 for 
Di Mrs. Falla uit 
the court bel ing 
dive t and jurisdictional 
t. Goural VE to dis- 
Y the suit on the ground 
Dixo? a citizer 


of Pe in 





our conclusion that it is 
citizenship of the in- 


not he be 


not the 
petent. whether or 
he real party in interest, which 
governs but the citizenship of 
he guardian. provided he has 


the capacity , to sueé 





ot 


Eisenhower ond Warren 


To Speak At A.B.A. 
Meeting 


President Eisenhower has ac- 
cepted an invitation to be prin- 
speaker at the seventy- 
annual meeting of the 
American Bar Association in 
Philade elphia August 24th 

Loyd Wright, president - 
ABA, also announced tha 
Justice Earl Warren will 
at the meeting. 

The meeting will be held 
junction with ceremonies 
honoring the fourth Chief Jus- 
tice of the United mane Su- 
preme Court, John Marshall. 





els 








the 
‘hief 


Chi 


" speak 


in 


con 


which would be to 


to Reno 





Vote Now 


On the basis of the returns 
thus far received in our poll 


on the proposed’ Lawyer's 
Indemnity Fund it would 
appear the members of the 
bar are overwhelmingly op- 
posed to the plan. The ratio 
thus far is 14 to 1 against 
the proposal. 

There is still time to get 
your vote in. The larger the 


vote the more representative 
the result and the more 
effect it will have on the 


future course of the proposal. 

If you have not already 
done so, VOTE NOW. 

You can express yourself 
on this important issue by 
merely sending us a post card 
or a one sentence letter with 





your vote. 








Meyner To Receive 
State Bar Medal 


The Gold Me of the New 
Jersey State Ba tion will 
be awards thi to Gover- 
nor Meyner f ¢ ice to the 
Association an public. 
The presentatior ill be made 
to the Governo t the associa- 
tior Annual I n May 
7th vhich iclude the 
three lay A leetil at 
the Marlke Blenheim 
Hotel in Atlar ( 


Ban Virgin Islands 
‘Quickie’ Divorces 








“quickie” 
f It ruled 
ot ve the 
ich an 
Ca alvorce 1 

“It is inadmissible the court 
said O aSsul Congress 
authorized the ssembly to 
traffic in ea rees for 
citizens of State i Stimulus 
to money kil by the 
islanders.” 

The island required only 
six weeks’ residence by only one 
party in the cas¢ nd no proof 
if intent to sta n the islands. 

Justice Felix I furter spoke 
for the major » 3 de- 
cision Justices Black 
and Reed dis: 

Justice Clark vrote the 
dissenting opinion, said he be- 
lieved the ma ubstitut- 
ing its wisdo! d policy for | 
that of Congre I fail to see} 
how the Virgil failure 
to require, in form as well as 
substance, jurisdictional re- 
quirements for divorce equal to 
those presently in vogue in the 
States is any more than a 


legislative mi 


Erwin N. Gri 


Dean wold, of 
the Harvard Law School, had 
argued in the Supreme Court 


statute. 


legis- 


igainst the territory’s 
He contended the islands’ 


lature, in enacting the divorce 
law, had exceeded the power 
granted it by Congress. The six 
weeks’ residence lause would 
mpair the control of States over 
he marital status of their resi- 
dents, he assertec 

But Clark in hi issent said: 
“Divorce is ntensely prac- 
tical matter, and if a husband 
and wife domicilec any State 
want a divorce enough, we all 
know that they can secure it in 


ral of our States. This being 


seve 
true. I see no sense in striking 
down the islands law. There is 


of the law 
effect of 
make New 
Yorkers fly 2,400 miles over land 
instead of 1.450 miles 
Virgin Islands.” 





in a 


no virtue at 
practical 


the only 


over water to the 


| menting the provisions of Chapters 5, 6 and 
cases from the Superior and County 


Stat Supreme 


Transfer of Cases From The Superior and County 
Courts To The County District Court 


The Supreme Court, after 


consultation with 


the trial judges 


and the practicing attorneys serving on its Pretrial and Calendar 
Control Committee, has approved the following recommended prac- 


tices 


pertaining to the transfer of 


and adopted the following rules for the purpose of imple- 


7 of the Laws of 1955 


Courts to the County District Courts. 





Recommended Practices 
(1) The first order of business 
at the pretrial conference shall 
be to consider whether the case 
is one which is transferable to 
|} the County District Court under 
the provisions of 7 of 


Chapter 7 
| the Laws of 1955, and Rule 4:3-4 
as amended 

(2) To facilitate the consider- 
|}ation of the question of trans- 
|fer, pursuant to R.R. 4:29-3 
amended, the pretrial confer- 
ence memoranda prepared by 
counsel shall deal specially with 
the matter of probable damages, 
including an itemization of any 
expenses already incurred by the 
plaintiff for which recovery is 
sought. 

(3) If the statutory 
relating to transfer 
effective, it is important that 








as 


provisions 
are to be 
the 





pretrial judge order transferred 
to the District Court every case 
| where it appears with reasonable 
probability that the ultimate re- 
covery will be within the juris- 
dictional limits of the District 
| Court ($3000 in automobile neg- 
|ligence cases and $1000 in all 
other cases) 

(4) The pretrial judge in ap 
| praising the probable recovery 
for the purpose of deciding 
| whether a case should be trans 
ferred to the District Court shall 
| not consider the question of lia- 
| bility but for this purpose shall 
appraise the probable damage 
as if liability were admitted 
| (5) Where a complaint, coun- 
'terclaim, or third-party com- 
|}plaint contains several counts 
with claims of different individ- 
}uals for injuries or property 
|damage, the _ pretrial judge 
should appraise each individual 


| the 


| the 


| 
| 





claim separately. If no individual 
claim is appraised higher than 
jurisdictional limits of the 
District Court, the entire 
Should be ordered transferred 
If, however, any individual claim 
is appraised as probably exceed- 
ing the jurisdictional limits; of 
District Court, the entire 
|} case should be retained in the 
| upper court even though one or 
more claims are appraised as he- 
ing within the _ jurisdictional 
limits of the District Court 

(6) If prior to the pretrial 
conference, the attorneys in the 
case agree that at the pretrial 
conference it is probable that 
the case would be ordered trans- 
ferred to the District Court, an 
appropriate order of transfer 
may be submitted to the court 
in advance of the pretrial con- 
ference. It is suggested that this 
practice will considerably expe- 


case 


dite the disposition of the ordin- 


ary case and accordingly such 
consent transfers are to be en- 
couraged. 

(7) If prior to the pretrial 
conference any party is of the 
opinion that the case is within 
the jurisdiction of the District 
Court but cannot secure the con- 


sent of the remaining parties to 


a transfer, a motion for such a 
transfer may appropriately be 
made and shall be considered 
and determined by the court 
notwithstanding the fact that 


the motion is contested 

(8) Any cases pending in the 
Superior or County Court which 
have previously been  pretried 


the discretion of the as 
judge, be noticed for a 
pretrial confer 


may, in 
signment 
supplemental 


ence for the purpose of deter- 
mining whether the case is one 
which should be transferred to 
the District Court. 

‘9) The order of transfer from 
the Superior or County Court to 
the District Court shall be in the 
formi provided for in Civil Pro- 
cedure Form 29A, whether the 
transfer be by consent or on mo- 
tion prior to the pretrial confer- 


ence or at the confer- 


pretrl 


ence. The procedure for effectu- 
ating the transfer to the District 
Court is set forth in Rule 4:3-4 
as amended 

(10) Upon transfer to the Di 
trict Court the case shall be pro- 
ceeded on there as if it had orig- 


inally been instituted in that 
court. Accordingly, if a jury is to 
be had one must be demanded 
pursuant to Rule 7:8-2 as 
amended. If a judgment is ob- 
tained by the plaintiff, a counsel 
fee shall be allowed as in Distric 
Court cases generally and the 


udgment is to be docketed in 
the a Court the _ usual 
procedure therefor must ol- 
lowed 

11) In any transferrec ise 


whether the 


the Dis- 





jurisdictional its o 

trict Court shall not apply and 
if requested District Court 
judge should so instruct the jury 


(12) It 


effective 


is anticipated that th 
utilization of the righ 








to transfer cases to the 

Court will relieve the pressure on 
the Superior and County Court 
judges so that in addition to 
keeping current with the regu- 
lar civil calendar they may give 
appropriate emphasis to the 
criminal calendar. workmen's 
compensation and municipal 
court appeals, prerogative writs 


other important work 


courts 


and the 
of their 





Rule A Amendments 


RU ULE AMENDMENTS 
SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY 


ORDERED that the a 


the Rules Governing the Courts of the St 


adopted effective April 21, 1955. 
By the Court. 


s ARTHUR T 
C.J 


Dated: April 18, 1955. 


tached amendments 


to the Revisior 
New Jersey 


ate of are 


VANDERBILT 


Kule 4:3-4 is amended to read as follows: 


4:3-4. Transfer of Actions 


(a) If at any time it appears that any action is within the 


jurisdiction of the county district court, 
parties, on motion of any party. or at the pretrial conference it 


or if by consent of the 


(Continued on page § col. 1 
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COUNSEL .. . for the Defense | 


Loss of Income * Professional Disability Plan 


Loss of Life * Life Plan (includes employees) 


Liability 


{professional errors] 


Lawyers Protective Insurance 


* NON-CANCELLABLE—The only Group Plans approved by NJ. State Bar Ass’n 


JOHN A. COUCH, JR., & COMPANY 


1180 RAYMOND BOULEVARD NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY 


MARKET 3-3086 

















—Service 


| Bennett, J 








ant of the corporation within 
the state discharging his 
duties here for the corpora- 








tion. 
of process on a truck; 
driver of defendant corpora- 
tion held proper service within 
R. R. 4:4-4d. 

Dis from 
C.C 
1955. Superior 
Wright v. News. 
Harry Green. For 
Katzenbach, Gildea 


opinion by 


AY ril 


an 
rendered 
Court, Law 
For plain- 
defend 
& Rud- 


rested 


13, 
Div 
tiff 
ant 
ner 
ee 


hers 


complaint 
libel. Service of 
originally on 
defendants sales promotion 
manager at his residence in 
Summit. This service was held | 
invalid and the ruling was 
affirmed on appeal. Service was 
then made on one Dadona. a 
truck driver for defendant. 


iff filed the 


alleging 


made 


Int 
in 


process Was 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS Nueces colar ae U.S. District Court Decision 
‘ cs negligence action by em- oho « « 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION | titioner to change. Petitioner ployee against a third party REMOVAL OF AC ae fend } 

: oe cane arage |r ; “ ican ae | ° . : ° be AL AU N: “4 ants ame not 
—Injury sustained by garage | replied “he wasn’t afraid of the] it is error to indicate to or Plaintif IF A ee 9p an ; » ae d ge 10t 
attendant when he _ placed} stuff’. Taking out a book of | charge the jury that the ees J sued defendant cor-' made Parues, Hees not 
joni ate say thi as stntsne : to a ! porations tN. J.-S ri pmoving a Sl which ; 
ignited match near his gaso-}| matches, he lit one, and holding plaintiff may have a remedy ae ns in Sr N. J. mengpion remov . " lt in a h 
line soaked trousers to de-|it with his right hand put it by way of workmen’s compen- | ~0U'* 0? - book account. Only | Are: nos yer concermes 
monstrate he was not afraid,} near his left knee. His clothes sation. wo of the defendants were The failure to file a rem 

. : on - ‘rved T ry iled « > j > writ + ; 
held, in the circumstances here | caught fire and he was injured. | Digested from an opinion by served. They filed a petition for bond within the time lim. 

" | pba ots) c be oO Pe | a llac - ivrarcity 2S a 2 se “ 
established, compensable. | Petitioner says the match was Francis. J. A. D. rendered March removal alleging diversity of for removal, where such 
} " sons a, « “ | ares i citizenshij ‘ } +} icti ‘ , i; . +a] } 
—A deviation which is a mo- | a foot from his knee. Respond- | 99° 1955 Appellate Div. La Rocca citizenship and _ jurisdictional required, is fatal. The 
* f « . oe d p% 4 - " eal . naties colsha 9 - ‘ 
mentary or impulsive act as|/ent Says it was 2 or 3 inches! y pneh. For appellant Sery) The petition was not ment of a bond is no 
distinguished from a deliber- | from the knee. Petitioner was} Ghashin (Marcus & Levy. attys) | verified and was signed “Wil- detail or formality in th, 
ate and extensive excursion | awarded workmen’s compensa For respondent—Willi ee T Mc- liam F. Tompkins, United States moval proceedings. The 
: : —_ s es . = Se r respon . < - 2 | Attorneyv + yrnev For Petiti w rharea sn1iTed ‘ an 
from the employment does| tion. The County Court reversed | piroy (Shaw. Hughes & Pindar At orney, _— rney For Petition-| where re quired, has an imp 
not take the employee out of | @0d petitioner appeals attvs.) ers. Charles H. Hoens, Jr.,,ant protective purpose in 

: es EL . _| Assistant lI S. Attorney No removal proceedings. ar 
the course of the employme wie Held: There is no claim of Plaintiff, an employee of lvegunneel liam arn filed The t fil : hit tin isi 
nn . : wn . : i Val ) 1 Was ed >; to Tlie 1t witnin me 
Che doctrine that a limited) intentional infliction of injuries; Timber Structures, sued d€-/ time for filing a cameae pe ur ble r sens rity 
deviation does not take an | by petitioner on himself. Nor is|fendant for injuries sustained | tition nas now expired. Plaintiff = : sie 
employee out of the course of|there any question that the) alleging negligence by — the na ete ree d ‘tie ; ee “4 t The U. S. Attorney a 

F 2 : a MOVES ) reman > cause ) < ‘equired } } 
employment applies to curios-} accident arose out of the em-| operator of a crane. The crane the state court on the ground bond i Re cee, ae 
A | : i SLALC I l > £rol » »Y 19) t hecans<e 
ity cases, horseplay and as-| ployment. If, as here, the em-|and operator had been rented the petition was not. verified removal atute becau: 
5 x a 7 piste I t n Was no ve ; TyUIC } in + mt 
saults, and foolhardy acts. ployment is a contributory cause,} by Timber from defendant. The ome of the defendant did provision therein that 
: : me ) { ; aerendants tig) r a} ra) jn }t 
A iSeS nit f it it | defen wa that t} crane : ; 10n +10! removai 1n OD 
Digested from an opinion by the a : een nt ne Coie ne di : nh ; ne : t] at ; not join in the petition, and) ¢pe United States need 
Clapp, S. J. A. D. rendered April | Pee w be tie eee BASS CAUSE: | Meer nsobsaci a - USIVe | no removal bond was filed wecompanied by a bon 
. » ’ efense aS t j } iominion and contr nber 1 “a é : aay eens ay Ne 
9, 1955. Appellate Div. Secor v. Phe defense i aes eee ee Pee My potter oo Held: While the removal sta- provision applies only te 
Penn Service. For appellant arise in the course of the em it the time of the accident and | tute calls for a verified petition, Spa Nip capi ace tae ic Me: 
: ae Naga ployment thereby acquired the status of | ee  tetticnna sn, | Mal petition filed by tl 
Jules J. Kelsey. For respondent | ’’yyteen” ee aa acealie ers: ithe cour have establi shed the c¢at een ‘ 
; ; ! emplovee of Timber thus | pre : ( States as a party to tl 
, ) r } \ : . all IIlpvi TTL Ut | +} s 
Karl Kisselman In Robertson v. Express Con oe +) . 4 }rule that mere details in the) The U. S. here was no 
cia in : makin he doctrine o f=] 45 ; ; as hes " 3 
Petitioner, 23 years of age, was | tainer, 13.N. J. 342, the Supreme | p . noston ppli ie | SbePS for removal are but formal) party originally and 
bts ee tar eee | spondea perior inapplicable |.) g rie ia ie pl ecm atrontbey arty riginally nd 
injured on his second day on | ¢ nase aid: “Compensability in | mcrni defendant. The court| and rane Irregularities therein made itself a party by 
the job as a earaece attendant. | so-called curiosity cases depends } ee , rae jare not fatal but may be cured) tition filed on behalf of 
submitted 1e ssue ( , ‘ : . : t led on behalf of 
While putting gasoline in a ear,; largely on whether or not what ce “te a: jeven after the time to file a/ defendants served tho 
, has 1 yperator tatus as an ployee | tit _ ’ giishan cca spiiecs : 
the gasoline gushed out over his | the employee was doing at the], th ry i in tl urs p DEHuOn TOL PEMOval Nas CXpAPEE. | be some interest of the 
oO ti ury anc In ne course | mp } } es , 
trousers and right sleeve. Re time of injury was a momentary | th : d | The lack of verification is not | the eventual outcome o 
2 z of } enares ald: y : VETILU. l I 
spondent told him to ehange| er impulsive act or a deliberate | ' Thi ; ntiff worked aval Bn may be cured “with (Te pet tion Is not one 
: | nis plalntl workec : é é } Ition not 
is uniform and petitioner we ind conscious excursion involv- | ; ait sae : | reasonable promptitude ehalf of ni st 
us uni dad petition went | for Timber Structures. Inc. Now behalf of LU ted Sti 
into the office, he says, for that} ing deviation from the usual } , hake Li Ti , ogy Pesee | It is we settled that de It is oa asserted 
ond “ih nCRS Rit rt Drag Latamt ? in aie. ne iS Not suing Dunber -Struc- See Oe 
purpose Responden showed | place ol employmen rhe als | ture He was an employee of | petitioning defendant 
him where the dry uniforms} tinetion thus made is between!, ‘ a } Dadona had been in the e ° r r the directi 
t t iTimber Structures. He can’t sue n m- ing under the directic 
were and speakin Y of the dan wed page ed or sen ane’ ACU | then a court like this. His |plov of dete ndant for 2 a department or agency 
er of gasoline again told pe and ai ae erate and extensl\ | uit, against. them .would be in | a ( 2 ; the a Go yeal had U. S. in filing the ren 
excursion from the employ | +} : Ned Wao dave | been deliver newspapers in tition and therefore 
, another cou calle > - . ee a ee seit 4 
ment. On the facts here the act} ; C ; = ae ae ew Jersey for defendant. In! U.S. CG. A. Sec. 2408 n 
. . +) ] lyyy + roit pensatiol oul ec ave a init y ») . 7 - ; : ; vee 2 
was clearly and almost admi ard ani Ghat ale he hat | 2ddition he St se for cash the for costs could be rec 
. ‘ “yer ) + 1 » 9 ns } IeEreh ic jefen } . 
beds of the ai ntary o1 rs 0 all a come kaw ele | = old n er dist : defend- bond for costs will n¢ 
yusive sort: was not an ex : ant and reml to ‘fend: “ed “ty t 
0 ; van xcursion based upon negligence An ashen “a ’ ele — quired of a party 1To 
tehisive excursion : ; : aqona adoes not represent le- -Osts This ctatute wo 
,) objection to this portion of the) povaant iy igang ce- | costs. This statute w« 
The doctrine that a deviation | charge was interposed eee ataiee : eral Capa + fore be ay} if 
. and ne no connection te | 1e ‘ cartari . ah} 
lotest rate in a certain limited measure The jury returned a verdict | A - id no connection with the | asserted were establis 
1 +} ’ : 5 Na } transaction ly sult ‘trinity + j 
per annum does not take the employee out] for defendant and plaintiff ap- | i whee : ; eee do prea 
of the course of employment is] peals asserting error in the Defendant contends Dadona is the motion continue 
applicable not only in curiosity] above charge and other grounds|"™0! @ Proper person upon whom ingly 
cases, but has also been applied] for reversal service may be made Opinion by Hartshor: 
+ , } . ry " Anril 4 BS } y 
in horseplay and assault cases Held: The existence of a Held: The issue is whether or — . 1955 ™ N 
and is equal lly applicable to fool medy Inder the Workmen's } not service on idona was Kiewit et als. Civil 71-5 
hardy acts Compens n Act has n rele- |; service upon “any servant { 
Funds Insured up to $10,000 VY ac on nsation Ac has no rele — ‘tie : _ t ol 
by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality In petitioners very brief or} vaney in a third party negli-| the corporation within this State 
. : mpulsive act in the instant] gence action brought by an em-}| acting in the discharge of his 
Transactions may be handled by mail J UUPUISIVE  aek | b a h ea ala duties” within the ourview of EFFECTIVE DRAFTING 
case he had not abandoned his] ployee. luties” within the purvie of 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage employment It is prejudicial to indicate to R. R. 4:4-4(d 
our account or inquiry invited ee he jury that the plaintiff has Defendant relies on cases de- OF CONTRACTS 
mares or may have another remedy,¢ided prior to the new rules for 
MOHAWK Jayne, J. A. D., dissenting holds} by way of Workmen’s Compen- the proposition that the agent FOR THE SALE OF 
an incident such as here in-]sation. This is particularly true;Servead must be truly and 
SAVINGS and Loan Assn volved in which petitioner acted|in a case where there is a close | thorou thls representative It REAL PROPERTY 
e 7 ye4 , } 1 } . } } 1 
deliberately and sought merely] factual issue as to whether 1e|/ argues that Dadon authority 
40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2,N. J.P 000 nee hata s to whether t! sil a pears wes he aca 
Mitchell 2-3650 to demonstrate his own lack of] person causing the injury was}|Was_ limited to particular B 
Philip Klein, President ‘ar is not compensable within]/an employee of plaintiff's em- | tansaction y 
\ the statutory intendment ployer or of defendant. In such The la of R. R. 4:4-4 Milton N. Lieberman 
canoe ere ee = a case the jury might be in-| Is an extension the language 
clined to give less consideration | CONtained in its statutory pre- B f ati aniena 
NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION to the precise problem involved] decessor, N. J. S. A. 2:26-44 7 MEANS GF Guesicns 
y SE i . ’ . q if they feel plaintiff has other] and t s not thought this i is sions and su: 
Specializing in the Ewecution of is ol — aerrwneal ge ieee cnet - — es concise discussions and su: 
‘- on 4 J redress 1e effect o e re-|enlargemen Ss meaningless. In ] ,.. wee £6. ciate ou 
y I iduciary and ( ourt Bonds ference to a possible » alt ern: itive } tne aosence ol specific recula- gested forms, this Q = 
. redress in a case as closely con-|tOry limitations the words “any bring to mind point 
60 PARK PLACE, NEWARK ee oe, ao labieant” gegald be ainen a cae 
es sore nics Bice re oe ee a aaa | may result in more favorad} 
deemed to be prejudicial tera: meaning; otherwise ‘dif- 
} : ficultie In} > } y + te 
Reversed and new _ trial} culties drawn contracts 
‘dered judicial inter 
s ¢ & oraerea C : 
Financial Printers Ae nents on 
PROCESS—Service of process on in exigencies requiring 
SPECIALISTS all printed forms and documents a foreigit corporation doing erie iccess of the pro- GANN LAW BOOKS 
guir for filing and registration with the business in this state and not = el ) corporate en- : 
ae. Sane Soe ee sae A ities 224 Market St., Newark, \./ 
rities 1 Exchange Commission maintaining an office here} ‘+'&: ’ 
and not having any officers Mo denied 
AR T HU R W. e ROSS, INC. or general agents here, may a ee —_ 
be made by serving any serv- 


ALL TRENTON SERVICES including: 


Superior and U.S. District Court judgment searching 
Receivership search in both courts. 
Corporate Status, including Tax information. 
Abstracts and information in all courts and departmen% 
SUPERIOR TITLE SEARCH COMPANY 
(W. Coe McKeeby) 
24 Branford Place Newark 2, N.J. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





t pvVIDENCE—Character evidence But the rebuttal is also subject 


character witnesses is iv be the specific trait in issue 


and rumors concerning the irrelevant events of the 
specific trait involved in the fendant’s life which he 
offense on trial. k cast d 

_pasic rules as to scope and 

practice on admission of 





Isparagement 
t’s gener 
[ 


y 


if 





na de 


and cross examination of to the limitation that it involve 


; The | 
jimited to reputation, facis prosecutor may not bring in 


de- | 


ral reputation 


endant produces 


character evidence and cress charac'er witnesses who testify 


examination of character wii t hi rood reputatic 
nesses outlined. relevant trait. they 


may 


10n_ for 


De 
3) 


_(Cross examination of charac- cro examined as to whether 


ter witnesses by prosecutor they have heard rumors in 


asking Whether they knew or mmunity as to acts or cond 


heard rumors that defendant or prior charges which 


had been “in trouble” held ¢ negative such reputatio 


improper and prejudicial. This i anctioned as a test 
(RIMINAL LAW — Where the the witness credibility. The pur- 


ne 


State offers testimony of a pose is not to establish the fact 
possible accomplice or = con- f the ynduct which is the sub 
federate the court should ject of the rumor but merely the 
charge the jury to scrutinize { of the existence of the 
such testimony with care and imor. The administration of 
to consider whether it was the rule is in the hands of the 
influenced by fear of punish- id ind he has a heavy re 
ment or hope of avoiding any sponsibility to protect the prac 
proceedings. tice from being abused A 
d from an opinion by correlative obligation rests o 
: J. A. D. rendered April | “© Prosecutor 
iY Appellate Div. State v. In determining whether to 
« [Msteenson. For the State ( llow cross examination, the 
: “; Caruso, Spec Asst. Court houla conduct a pre- 
: defendant Philip /iminary inquiry out of the pre 
i ence of the jury and should 
, int was convicted « itisty himself that 
His appeal primaril! (1) there is no question of 
he legal propriety f fact as to the previous arrest 
rs cross examination of r conduct which the subject 
icter witnesses. He al of the rumor 
boallenves the court’s failure t 2 there i a reasonable 
ge the jury on the rule to likelihood the previous event 
in appraising the testi tuld have been bruited about 
ron in accomplice or co1 the community prior to the 
: on trial 
f ant was a police offi 3) neither the previous event 
a ‘harge is that while he nor the rumor occurred at a time 
ympanied by another t remote from th present 
ne Eakley, he extracted ffense 
v the wallet of a motorist 4) the earlier event and the 
ensibly examining the rumor concerned the peci 
f the motorist. Eakley trait involved in the offense « 
indicted and wa t 1. anc 
State witness. He testi the examination will be 
endant told him ( ynducted in the proper form 
had gotten somethi that i: Have you heard” etc 
motorist’s wallet anc Do you know” ete 


ING next day defendant 4nd if the conclusion ] 
i “I got $20. Here is $l f hed t illow the interrog 














h refused. Eakle d b 
these incidents h formed of it Xact purpose 
til after an intensiv eithe t the nclusion there 
)F estigation of the mat in the cna 
motorist’s complaint Defendant here produced f 
{ Held: A defendant may offe: itne is to his reputatior 
if his general , r honesty. The court he a 
in the communit al gu th ins 
ic trait in issue. Such n th rose ch 
n admissible beca f the pi -utor indicated he 
y to demonstrate the tended 1 ask the witnesse f 
P ility of his commission they “had Knowledge of the fact 
a : + 2 
ense cnargea neard a rumol tnat aerend 
Suz ce the defendant offé nt had been convicted a 
a— (S t evidence, the door i isorderly person in Connecticut 
rebuttal by the State. in 1944. Counsel objected that 
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Predicts Bankruptcies | | THE SUGGESTION BOX 


| 


Will Surpass 1932 Record | 


Washington Bankruptcies 
during the year ahead are ex- 
pected to surpass the record set 
during the depression year of 
1932, the House Appropriations | 
Committee report 

It said the fiscal year starting 


July lst is expecte » bring 
‘the highest n be f bank- 
ruptcies recorded in the history 


of the country” | 
The committee ide the 


Statement. without elaboration 
in approving a $450,398.227 ap- 
propriation bill. It is to finance 


the State Department, Justice 
Department, Federal judiciary 
and United State Information 


Service in the ming fiscal 
year. The total represented a 
cut of about seven percent in 
administration money requests 
The committee pproved the 
full $2,801,400 equested for 
Salaries and expenses of bank 
ruptcy referee f of the 


anticipated increase in bank- 
ruptcies. This wv increase 
Of $172,375 over ear’s ap- 
propriation 

Administrative ls of the 


| United State ou! had testi- 


fied that 75.0 bankruptcy 
cases were expecte tne next 
fiscal year compare vith 65,000 
in the current fi 

That compart 3,136 in 
the fiscal year ending last June 
30th. The record hi as 70,049 
in fisca] 1932. B kr tcies have 
| been rising since 1946 when they 
had dropped t 10,196, lowest 
level since the t f the cen- 


tury 
About 50 pe! if of the 


bankruptcy cases ir e salaried 
persons who have en them- 
selves into financi troubles 
not operators of 


Announcements 





Charles J. S inces 
that Myles J. G now 
issociated witl e prac- 
tice if law at Street 
( 1ford 

Saul Tischle ¢ the 
emoval of | to 868 
Broad Street. } 
tne ttense dl ertain to 
tl pecific ti e.. "The 

1! sala { 

















would be allowe ivised the 
prosecutor tl evcative 
, ? va nattey 
an € also 
told couns h f with 
the absence en to 
the trait ir imma 
tior 
Thereafter rosecutor 
asked questior hese wit- 
ne such a: Did you know 
or have you he rumors 
that defendan ha been in 
trouble or had been involved 
n any trouble’ in Connecticut” 
and he also aske iether they 
had heard any rumors of any 
trouble he had been involved in 
as a police office Bloomfield 
ior to the fense on trial. 
or did the pr cutor stop on 
receiving a negative answer 
Aside from th ence of any 
time element the insidious re- | 
ference to “trouble was manl- 
festly improper ar prejudicial 
Moreover the “trouble” had no 
relation to defendar charac- 
ter or reputation for honesty 
And the later questions as to 
rumors concerni! his police 
act y even more rrievously 
offended against the basic rules 
outlined above. There was plain 


error committed 

As to Eakley testimony. on 
the evidence adduced and un- 
der the circumstance a strong 
cautionary charge to the jury to 
scrutinize Eakley testimony 
with care ( to consider 
whether it was influenced by 
fear of punishment or hope of 
avoiding any proceedings, dis- | 
ciplinary or criminal, against | 
himself seems justified 

Reversed and new trial 








Uembers of the bench and bar from time to time may have 
suggestions for improving the administration of justice. For a 
variety of reasons they prefer not to use existing means for publiciz- 
ing them or calling them to the attention of the Court. 

With The thought of encouraging expression of such views, the 
Vew Jersey Law Journal, with this issue inaugurates a new feature: 

“THe Succestion Box”. 

Unsigned suggestions will be accepted provided they ari 

deemed to be constructive and made in the spirit of this feature. 


Why does not this state adopt those Federal Civil 
tules under which a jury is deemed to have been waived 
in an action at law unless it is demanded within a specified 
period after the pleadings are closed? In other words if 
neither party to the case wishes to demand a jury, why 
should there be a jury trial? As the practice stands pre- 
sently. an attorney through inertia or unwillingness t 
sneak to his adversary as to the matter, practically never 
asks him to agree to a waiver 


* es . ¢ addrec hefar t > 
Judicial Bills In an address before he 
. Bar Association of the District 

Pre pet Reis 2 sn 
dominate of Columbia in Washington laSt 
In the current session of | Month, President Loyd Wright 
Congress there seems to be an °f ABA proposed that Congress 


unusual number of bills affect- Create a public commission to 
ing the U. S. Supreme Court. Consider “appropriate action de- 
Pending proposals include rg to eliminate politics trom 
Sen. Stennis (D-Miss:) S. 1440 — Avremageri _— ameonti aye 
Not less than one of every two cons ider — advisability an * 
persons appointed to the Su- ae Fahey come ae bse 
preme Court shall have had at CQUIre tna ee eer 
least ten years of judicial serv- | 2/0cated upon the basis of a 
ice, in the federal judiciary, or determined formula between the 
‘ political parties, and to conside: 


as a judge of the highest court 
of a state or of a state court quired t tore t] 
3 Ree Ry > be required to restore the appoin- 
having general jurisdiction o ; Rees Pgs 
ive power to its rightful place 


Sen. Watkins (R-Utah: S. 877. = 


and to preserve the independence 


such other amendments as mai 


Mindae Gee pant of the judiciary ~ Be made 
apie bacaiels . 9 pial it clear this was a persona 1g - 
stays of execution or sentence gestion. The full text of the 
in habeas corpus proceeding: adave entitled “Our Third 
Sen 3utler (R-Md.) S. J. Res Independent Arm of Govern- 
45—Proposes a _ constitutional ment” is scheduled for publica 
amendment limiting the Su- tj, can in o Cone mal 


preme Court to nine members, pace 
and disqualifying them from : — = 
serving as President or Vice- 


President of the U. S. within Lawyer’s 


five years after serving on the 


court. iu » | Protective 








Rep. Rogers (D-Tex I 
838—Requires that all decision | 
of the Supreme Court be parti- nsurance 
cipated in by the full court You are insured under this policy 
vacancies in the court to _ be nst claims arising from any 
filled by ry appointmer ’ 


negligent act, error, or omission 





of circui judge wher 











necessary occurring in tne “4 of 
These are in addition to two | Provession es. i t 

concurrent resolutions proposing r cient 

that Congress invite the Chief Write today for S 

Justice to address the Congres pa ct and schedule af sai 





on the state of the judicia 


AGQICId 


branch at the beginning of each FRED W. ANDRES 
session. This proposal has re- COMPANY 

ceived influential press and bar 1180 Ravmond Boulevard 
support, but has encountered Newark 2, N.J 

oe eee See Mitchell 2-2965 or MArket 4-1900 


Congress 

















W henever a change in tax laws, in family 
affairs, in business or economic conditions 
makes revision of an estate plan advisable, 
National State Bank suggests the cus- 
tomer consult his attorney for lezal advice. 


Of course, no family program, except 
the most simple, is sound without a modern, 
up-to-date Will. And no Will, if unre- 
viewed. is likely to remain sound in these 
changing times. We constantly advise our 
customers that prompt discussion of their 
estate problems with their attorneys should 
help them do more for their families. 


Department of Estates and Trusts 


THE NATIONAL STATE BANK 


810 BROAD STREET, NEWARK I, N. J. 


Other Offices in Orange, Irvington and Newark 




































































Page Four NEW JERSEY _ LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, APRIL 21, 1955 78 N. J. L. J. Index Page yf 4 
New Jersey Lam J Jiurnal piel naga | —— 
| Governor Meyner has 
Established 1878 _COMMENT AND CRITICISM INVITED ws. aaa Alia: . 
; |S-1 ScaSca Chapter 5 Ap; 
JOSEPH HARRISON, Editor New Jersey Law Journal N. J. Law Journal Gives jurisdiction to = 5 
: ; : Salc J 4) 
ASSOCIATE EDITORS I am opposed to the proposed I am _ unalterably opposed tO | district courts of actions tr: ecu 
Samuel Allcorn, Jr. Richard F. Green William P. Reiss Lawyer’s Indemnity Fund. The} the “Lawyer’s Indemnity Fund’|¢...05 ¢,- +} Be ee + 
Vi t P. Bi f A sf Ohi 7 ne ~ : ferred from the Superior c act 
incent P. Biunno Israel B. Greene Morris M. Schnitzer implications of such a slanderous | proposal—or any like proposal, or any county court éou 
Charles B. Collins Ward J. Herbert David Stoffer affront to the profession, itself, which would put a premium On|, 4 ~ Chat ter 6 , ne ie} 
Marshall Crowley John F. Lynch Joseph Weintraub are most. serious he re} ine tence. indiffe i — Apr ee 
: : < I most serious. The mere|incompetence, indifference or sases from $10. tc 2 
Harold H. Fisher Leon S. Milmed Willard G. Woelper nee ae BER Increases from $10. to $25 cou! 
Jerome L. Trachtenberg, Managing Editor crea‘ion of an idea in the minds} dishonesty for which the honor- fee to be paid on filing 
pseu tent Teeter of the laymen that there is any able members of the Bar would first paper or ecunad 
Published every Thursday by the sort of crookedness implicit in| be required to pay. rset attion in ‘tee pe po as 
NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL PUBLISHING CO. trusting a member of the pro- = sosiares”) dicecabies By ears ape? eae ier: - 
: , aap ecied is eee Yours very truly,/of the Superior Court: fur: 
24 Edison Place, Newark 2, N. J. tession would lower the standing Willi xe0rg i a 
Mitchell 2-0075 § audes anaeeiaebh eee iam George =| provides that where an 
—-- ee Se Cot re =e in the Law Division 
Subscription Rate cea | Editor, New Jersey Law Journal | Superior Court is transferred [iy B 
One Year - - - $7.50 It AS rue, ol course, that in For the past few months the a county district cour? is 
Aaron Skinder, Publisher jthe legal profession, as in any judiciary and the Bar of this|Superior Court Clerk shal} Bssi 
ther profession or occupation, State have become quite con-|to the County District ¢- = 
Entered as Second Class Matter, January 2: 24, 1934, at the Post Office, {there are unscrupulous people. cerned with the increased liti-| Clerk fee of $15. whic 
Newark, N.J., under the Act of March 3, 1879 | But, to put the stigm: he | ati sn teased ree ae 
a -J., under e Act o arc. » re oO < 96d Une a upon the gation and prospective backlog cover all fees until the i 
THURSDAY, APRIL 21, 1955 | vast_ maj ority of honest people of cases now current throughout| final judgment. , 
be ae ey ssion “ 8 eocalccy our eonee . have — peg 4)/S-5 ScaSca Chapter7 Apr ze... 
es yraie, aot only Gi 1€ 1aAWYETS. | creat eal oI interest a of tne Provides that ‘‘where jt 
Auto Accident Compensation Without Fault | but also of the clients who de-| comments and suggestions as tO| pears with reasonable p 
}pend upon them. the best methods of eliminating] ity” that the recovery : 


The obvious way to protect) the backlog, including Governor | action in the Superior ¢ 
unwary clients, perhaps, is tO) Meyner’s thoughts as to apply-}eount y court would not 
demand tnat there be compul- ine the Workmen’s Compensa- the jurisdiction of th< 
sory legal insurance on the part | tion principle to automobile ac-| gistrict court. such acti 


Governor Meyner’s recent address to the Middiesex County 
Bar Association, reported in this Journal on March 321, 1955, 
raised the question whether the administration of justice would 








be improved by applying the principle of workmen's con:pensaiion 
to the victims of automobile accidents. The question has weiehty | of every licensed lawyer in the} cident victims. be transferred to anv 
overtones and many facets. It requires detailed study. State. A more logical and sens- Although there is no cure-all district court ‘ 
It is impossible, of course, to express any conclusion one|ible approach to the dishonest! to our serious problem, it would | 5-93 aden ‘Chanter 8 
way or another as to the desirability of the proposal which, as|lawyer is a mass program of appear to me, as a relatively Provides for “motor b 
the Governor pointed out, originated with the 1932 repert of | education of the people. young trial attorney, that the! registration by mail: : ;' 
the Ballentine-Smith Committee. But it is desirable, and it will be Robert Kleiner basic fault lies first with our| that there shall be at least calle 4 
useful, to outline some of the basic factors involved in the whole == law schools and secondly with] acency for every 300,000 hati ova 
philosophy of the proposal as well as of our present system.}|New Jersey Law Journal the attorneys of this State ltants: fixes effective ge 
First, - the suggestion that compensation for automobile in, ury Referring to the poll an- In law school inferences are | enkatdatinn. as of t 1e 
should be patterned on that adopted for workmen’s compensation | nounced in your issue of April set forth that trying cases is a/| nee birth of te caine fn 
rests on two unstated assumptions: one, that the kind of problem. | 14, 1955, I herewith advise you} necessary evi] connected with] motor vehicle. vs 





that I am heartily in favor of|/the practice and should be — a 
an expectation that the same process would apply to both, and, | the proposed Lawyers’ Indemnity | avoided at all costs. To MY} trained in the proper _— 
two, that the workmen’s compensation system functions in close | Fund. knowledge nowhere in law] of pied whiéis bealeiion &) ah: 
approximation to the theory it was intended to apply. There is I think that the adoption and] schools is there any training neoticeceicney tp suslnatien “on 
no present data sufficient to indicate whether these assumptions | mp alementation of the proposal } given to young attorneys in the trial pee if our Bar re 
are true should prove of inestimable practical aspects of the trial that. the trial field of 
Second, no attempt made today could justifiably rest on the | Value to our profession from the | of cases, so that an at torney can | alkalines the pr " 
1932 report. The whole pattern of motor vehicle use, economic} point of view of both public| determine whether or not he| satisfaction of anv field of Mee" 
circumstances, and the functioning of our existing system for]telations and increasing the) would be interested in trial work] ang if more of our a‘torm={MMe =. 
fixing compensation are much different today from what they|Safeguards of the clients and/as such. As a result the attor- would dlanell frees the: eee: 
were in 1932. For example, it may have been true in 1932 that|other affected parties. ney enters his chosen profession | the belief that revul: a 
the vast majority of accident victims belonged to low income Abner W. Feinberg | unable and unwilling to CREE | cts annus pes ~ skille 
groups which could ill afford the loss; but this may have been our Courts to try cases on his | preclude an even conté 
because there were many more persons in low income groups in] Editor, New Seruey. Law Journal | own behalf. The obvious result is the present case load 
1932 than there are in 1955. I am not in favor of the}; that throughout the State the | materially reduced. Des 
Third, few accidents are unavoidable, and few injured persons|Indemnity Fund, as it is only} bulk of trial work is carried by increasing number of 1 
are completely innocent insofar as the occurrence of an auto-|one phase of the cause of poor a very small percentage of the | in this State the number 
mobile accident is concerned. Carelessness would be treated the|]relations between the Bar and attorneys. I feel that Statistics | attorneys who devote RE 
same as carefulness as is the present uninsured driver treated|the public would bear me out that a great! their time to the trial 
the same as the insured driver for at least one accident. Pas- Some injury to the relation many of the delays and post- has decreased rather 
sengers knowingly riding with unfit drivers would be treated the]results from loss but it is not! ponements of trials are occa- creased so that a fir 
same as persons riding with careful drivers. In the absence of a]|the cause. sioned by a regular trial attor- has a volume of litieat 
determination of fault or carelessness, the reasonably prudent Establishment of a Fund to; ney being actively engaged in is desirous of hirinc : tnreal 
person would become a fiction of the imagination. Publicize the good work is con-, another Court or having so many interested in trial work { 
Fourth, any serious consideration of a proposal of this kind]structive. Advertising a guar-| cases on the Daily Call that of it almost impossible 
requires a specific enumeration of the assumptions which underlie]antee is destructive. Establish- | necessity some must be ad- such an attormey 
it, and a testing of the probable correctness of each. There would] ment of an Unauthorized Prac- | journed. Proper education of the 2: 
be listed the specific advantages of the proposed|tice Fund is another way to While it is true that we have in my mind is one of Fos 
system, related to specific disadvantages of the present system; | weed out those who do greatest | an inadequate number of Judges wers ‘t ward the aunt ; 
and equally important. the disadvantages of the proposed system | damage and inadequate facilities for the present litigation headach éd for 
lated to the advantages of the present system. Not to be over- Joseph A. Hunoval| trial of cases, if our Bar were would nineiemandl to — © 
looked is the similar exploration of such other solutions as might ee a =| nevs Lloyd Paul Str 
suggest themselves. The reasons are that it must be real ized that only a small number eS my area} 
<i te A : © oll Neat ea: . cent book “The Art of A d 
Fifth, it would need to be determined whether such a system] of all auto accidents reach a court at all (the ratio would be ich in a seltieea 2 Bs 
would be less costly than a system of indemnity insurance. interesting): of those that do not a large number undoubtedly | WUICR IM @ SKItul fashion 
: : atisfactory result in one way or pine see And of those points the problem 





involved is sufficiently the same in both types of case to justify 




















then need to 
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Sixth, it appears that such a plan may run counter to]find a . ieee Sonia 
Article I, Paragraph 7 of our State Constitution which states: that do reach court, some number must be quite easy to resolve | ~ pe ee aioe = 

“7. Trial by j ury: jury of six men on the facts. Hence, the problem can only relate to some unknown fone 3. Mare, 

“The right of trial by jury shall remain inviolate; but | number “y cases, out of the whole number of auto accidents, OY Ge ee 

the legislature may authorize the trial of civil suits. when| which present difficult questions of fact for determination. It New Judiciary 

the matter in dispute does not exceed fifty dollars, by a]thereby becomes clear that what we are talking about is the Article Passed In 

iury of six men.” basic change of a system which largely controls the outcome of Minnesota 2 

The basis for upholding the constitutionality of the Work-] all cases (those that do not reach court as well as those that do) scene eked oe 
men’s Compensation Act could not be extended to such a plan of | because of the difficulty it experiences in solving a part of those St. Paul] (ACCN)—A propo% Pe 


new judiciary article 





compensation for automobile accidents since no possible con- | Cases 
tractual relationship could exist between strangers operating It should not be overlooked that the proposal does not by any] Minnesota constitution 
automobiles on our highways. cf. Sexton v. Newark District] means suggest a course of action which would improve the] given final approval by = ihine 
Telephone Co., 84 N. J. L. 85, aff'd. 86 N. J. L. 701. methocs for determining difficult questions of fact. Instead it] state legislature and sent 20 “Mk ve-n: 
Our present system is designed primarily to apply commonly | suggests that the determination of those questions be wholly dis- | eovernor for signaturé Rent 
accepted notions of justice to the resolution of specific disagree-| continued in favor of a fixed-scale system of compensation. ~ The new article would: P&fbenn. 
ments. Its major index is responsible fault. This notion is not The fundamental wisdom of such a philosophy appears to be} mit increasing the numbe! ba 





peculiar to automobile accidents, but runs throughout the whole| doubtful. If our present system for judicial determination of|state Supreme Cour‘ 
eamut of matters involving direct and consequential injury as| difficult questions of fact is inadequate for automobile accidents, | from seven to nine, and ca 
well as most other fields. And it is an index widely understood | there is a strong implication that it is inadequate for any close|them judges: have e 
and widely accepted. It is considered sound justice to require} case, regardless of the nature of the event or series of events | Supreme Court clerk 
compensation for injury to be made by the one whose act | Which give rise to it. On the other hand, if it be true that the| py the court instead 

system is inadequate for any type of case, it would be | require two Dis‘rict dges : 











brought about or “caused” the injury. It is, of course, obvious that! present : TO 
a system of compensation based upon the suffering of an injury better to discover ways of providing the present system with more } each district: set six-year tM +:29- 
accurate ways of determining questions of fact and possibly more} for all judges: requ: fut ’ 


alone, without regard to fault, would not be “justice” as we know 
it. Such a system, of necessity, would not be concerned with 
“justice” at all, at least not in any individual sense. Instead, it 


judges. Te Probate judges, as 
There is an element of injustice, too, in a scaled compensation | preme and District C 
would be concerned primarily with means for providing indemnity | table in the many cases where fault is easily | determined. It would/+go be lawvers and 
for loss-—a purely economic factor having little or nothing to do| compensate the driver who races at 70 miles an hour into 4] Jegislature to set the 
with “iustice” parked vehicle, and who injures only himself. Yet if he seriously tions for lesser judi ia 
The primary difficulty of the present system which seems to | injures his victim, the vict tim is left to recover no more than a permit the legislature 
give impetus to the suggested solution, is the difficulty of de- | stated maximum although his loss is substantially higher and he|or revise iustice of 
termining the ultimate fact of fault in connection with an event | is without fault. And if it be suggested that he be allowed to courts when terms 
; recover the excess from the person at fault, do we not then return officeholders expire. 











yf short duration and by means of a system which, through the | : : 
formality of court and jury, obtains its information abort the| to the present problem and find it unsolved? | Bs 
vent az second-hand and some time after the event. If the proposal should stimulate an intense effort ‘and |§¢g¢te Bar Annual Meetii@@. = 
Does this difficulty justify the conclusion or the proposed ; nothing less will do) to either improve the present methods or to | 6.7 me. Effe 
method? Without facts, this question cannot be answered. In-' devise a better one, it will have served a useful purpose. It is to | Ma 5, fe 
answer seems to be “No’—without more evidence. be hoped that such a study will be undertaken. | Atlantic City, N. J. Jan 
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e made returnable on the first 
4:6-3 and shall have stated on the backer thereof the name 





with reasonable probabilit 


nation of any motion, supported 


The order of transfer shall 
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Rule Amendments 





(Continued from page 1) 








ty that the ultimate recovery in 





sction will not exceed the jurisdiction of the county district 

the court in which the action is pending may order such 
with the record and all 
district court of the county in which the action is pending or 


papers on file, transferred to the 
approval of the assignment judge to the county district 
znother county. 


When any action is ordered transferred at the pretrial 


ice, other than a transfer consented to by all the parties, 


r for transfer shall not be effective for 7 days or until the 
by affidavits, made within 
iys by any party objecting to the transfer. Such motion 
regular motion day permitted 


etrial judge. Such motion shall whenever practicable be 
to the same judge who entered the order of transfer. 
be filed with the clerk of the 
m which the action is transferred who shall forthwith. 
effective date of order of transfer as provided in 
(b), forward a certified copy of the order of transfer, 
with the record and all other papers on file, to the clerk 
urt to which the action is transferred and shall pay over 
is provided by law. Thereafter, the case shall proceed in 


the 


* ounty district court as if it had originally been started there. 


ar 


ective September 9, 1953; amended June 28, 1954 to be 
‘tive September 8, 1954; amended April 18, 1955 to be 
‘tive April 21, 1955. Formerly Rules 1:7-8A(a), adopted 


vember 10, 1949; 1:7-8B, adopted January 1, 1953. See Rule 


1:27D adopted June 28, 1954 to be effective September 8, 1954. 


1 (b) Of Rule 4:29-1 is amended to read as follows: 
t the pretrial conference it shall first be determined if the 
be transferred to the county district court as provided in 
If the case is to be so transferred an appropriate order 
* shall be entered and it shall be discretionary with the 
whether the conference is to be continued and a pretrial 
tered. If the case to be transferred the pretrial 
e shall continue and the court shall make a pretrial order 


Wats 


j 
is 10U 


ting the action taken at the conference, which order shall recite 


1) A concise descriptive statement of the nature of the 


For example: pedestrian-automobile, intersection, negli- 


nee, personal injury action; pedestrian, personal injury, public 





ul 





negligence, nuisance action; landlord-tenant, common 
personal injury, negligence action; action for breach of 
action on a book account; action for possession of land; 
er the Mechanics Lien Act; action for specific perform- 


The admissions stipulations of the parties with 
the cause of action pleaded by plaintiff or defendant- 
1imant. 

3) The factual contenti 
endant. 

The factual contention 
id affirmative defense 

Any amendments to the pleadings made at the con- 
fixing the time within which amended pleadings shall 


or 


on of the plaintiff as to the liability 


of the defendant to non- 


as 


A list of the exhibits marked in evidence by consent. 

All claims as to damages and the extent of injury, and 
or stipulations with respect thereto, and this shall limit 

thereto at the Where such claims have been 
n depositions or answers to interrogatories they may be 
ed by reference. 

If leave is granted to make any further use of discovery 
interrogatories, depositions or 
as well as any time limit im- 
*h leave at this stage is unde- 
should be granted only in the most exceptional cases 
Any limitation on the number of expert witnesses. 

A specification of the legal issues raised by the plead- 
1ended or to be amended are to be determined 





+rial 
trlal 





such fact shall be stated 
the completion thereof. Suc 


which 


A specification of the legal issues raised by the plead- 
are abandoned. 
Any direction with respect to the filing of briefs. 
The estimated length of the trial. 
When a consolidated action, or an action which in- 
third-party suit, a counterclaim, a cross-claim, or where 
everal plaintiffs or defendants separately represented 
the order of opening and closing to the jury at the trial. 
Any other matters which have been agreed upon in 
spedite the disposition of the matter. 
rder shall be signed by the court and attorneys for the 
d when entered, becomes part of the record, supersedes 
1gs where inconsistent therewith, and controls the sub- 
irse of action unless modified at or before the trial or 
Rule 4:15-2 to prevent manifest injustice. The matter 
nt may be discussed at the side-bar, but it shall not be 
d in the order. 
tive September 9, 1953; amended April 18, 1955 to be 
ive April 21, 1955. Formerly Rule 3:16-42, amended 
mber 19, 1949: December 7, 1950; June 7, 1951; January 
52; January 1, 1953. 


::29-3 is amended to read as follows: 








Conference of Attorneys; Pretrial Memoranda 
¢ attorneys shall confer before the date assigned for the pre- 


ence to reach agreement upon as many matters as 
‘-h attorney shall prepare and submit to the court at 
ial conference a memorandum statement of the matters 
on and of the factual and legal contentions to be made 
f his client as respects the issues remaining in dispute, 


ing specifically a detailed statement as to damages for the 


.ssisting the pretrial judge in determining whether the 


should be transferred to the county district court pursuant 


3: amended April 18, 1955 to be 


ective September 9, 195: 
Formerly Rule 3:16-43(b), adopted 


Ctive April 21, 1955. 


Paragraph (e) of Rule 7:6-1 is amended to read as follows: 

(e) Whenever an action is transferred to the county district 
court pursuant to Rule 4:3-4, the action shall proceed in the county 
district court as if it had originally been started there. 

Note: Effective September 9, 1953; amended~April 18, 1955 to be 
effective April 21, 1955. Formerly Rule 7:6-1, paragraph (b) 
amended January 1, 1952; paragraph (d) adopted January 
1, 1953. 

Paragraph (a) of Rule 7:8-2 is amended to read as follows: 

(a) A demand for jury shall be made in writing and filed with 
the clerk, at the principal location of the court, not later than 10 
days after the time provided for the defendant to appear or answer; 
or in the case of a counterclaim the plaintiff may demand a jury 
not later than 10 days after the time provided for the service of a 
defensive pleading to such counterclaim; 
from the superior court or county court pursuant to Rule 4:3-4, 
not later than 10 days after the certified copy of the order of trans- 


| Rutgers Summer Courses 


or in cases transferred | 


| will 


fer is received and filed by the clerk of the county district court. | 


in landlord and 

tainer cases, the demand shall be filed and the fee paid by the 

cemanding party at least 1 day before the return day of the 

summons. 

Note: Effective Sept 
effective April 21, 
amended January 


ember 9, 1953; amended April 18, 1955 to be 
1955. Formerly Rule 7:8-2, paragraph (a) 


1, 1953. 


Civil Procedure Form 29A 

ORDER TRANSFERRING ACTION 
TO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 

(Caption) 
satisfaction of the Court (by consent of 
the parties) (upon motion granted) (at the pretrial conference’ 
that the above entitled action now pending in the Court 
is one wherein with reasonable probability the ultimate recovery 
will not exceed the jurisdiction of the County District Court: 

IT IS, on this lay of , 195 , ORDERED 
that said action with the record and all papers on file be and the 
same hereby is transferred to the County District Court 
for trial and disposition, (said transfer to be effective seven days 
after the date of this 
ic made pursuant to Rule 4:3-4). 


It appearing to the 


Judge 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the above is a true copy of the 
within order. 


Clerk 
(Note: Appropriate deletions of material in parenthesis should be 
made before the order is signed.) 


tenant, small claims, and forcible entry and de- | 


Announced 


Newark, April 7 — Rutgers 
School of Law will offer courses 
in state property and excise 
taxes, secured transactions in 
the sale of goods, legal drafting, 
and land titles in its summer 
session from June 20 to Aug. 12, 
Dean Lehan K. Tunks of the 
State University law school an- 
nounced today. 

Visiting professors Frederick 
K. Beutel of the University of 
Nebraska College of Law and 
Robert N. Cook of Western Re- 
serve University School of Law 
join Rutgers professors 
Gerard R. Moran and Roger A. 
Cunningham in presenting the 
summer offerings. 


On Tuesdays and Thursdays 


|at 2 to 3:50 p. m. and also at 


| Tuesdays 


order unless a motion to set the order aside | 


| legal 


7:10 to 9 p. m., Professor Moran 
will give the property and excise 
tax course which will deal with 
state tax laws and their imple- 
mentation. 

Visiting Professor Beutel, on 
and Thursdays from 
10 to 11:50 a. m. will teach the 
secured transactions in the sale 
of goods offering stressing a 
study of financial arrangements 
which facilitate good movement 
from producer to consumer. 

Language, organization, and 
content of documents including 
deeds, mortgages, contracts, 
term loan and partnership agree- 
ments will be considered in the 
drafting presentation by 
Visiting Professor Cook on Mon- 
days, Wednesdays, and Fridays 
from 10 to 11:40 a. m. 

The land titles course to be 
given by Professor Cunningham 
on Mondays and Wednesdays 
from 7:10 to 9 p. m. will cover 





A.B.A. Announces Revised 
Group Life Insurance 
Plan for Members 


Chicago (ACCN A revised 
group life insurance program for 
American Bar Assn. members is 


announced in the April issue of 
the ABA Journal 

The new plan offers four 
strong attractions ‘cording to 


lrance at 
il examin- 


the publication: 1—in 


low cost; 2—no mec 


ation; 3--a provision for partial 
benefits to the rican Bar 
foundation, and 4—the privilege 
of converting to regular life in- 
surance (still examina- 
tion) upon attainme! f age 56 
yy upon termination of ABA 


membership 


The plan, describe unique 





among associations is devel- 
oped by a special ABA com- 
mittee on group insurance 
headed by Willi Clark Mason 
of Philadelphia The insurer 
would be the New York Life In- 


surance Co. All ABA members up 
to age 56 would eligible, but 
before the plan be ne effective, 
minimums of 10,0 ibscribers 
and 50 per cent of ABA member- 
ship in a given state would be 
required 

A “sliding 
would be provided 
vlan—the maximum 
25, reduced thereafter 


benefits 

nder the new 
$6,000 to age 
it the rate 


scale 


of $200 per year. From these 
benefits $1,000 would be payable 
to the bar foundation, the bal- 
ince to the insured member. 
The price would be a bargain, 


according to the ABA Journal— 
a flat $20 per year. The plan is 
considered far more advanta- 
zeous than a $2,000 death benefit 
plan proposed last year. Interest 
in the earlier n convinced 
the ABA committee that a 
group insurance plan was feas- 
ible, but that add 1 benefits 
were wanted by young lawyers. 
This factor has been emphasized 
in the new proposal 

Within the next few weeks, the 
report said, explanatory litera- 
ture and application blanks are 
to be distributed to the ABA 
membership. 


pla 





& 











H . >. | title marketing among other 
Charitable Contributions jtems. 
The Internal Revenue Service; - a ee 


announced today that some tax- 
payers who have children at- 
tending parochial schools and 
schools operated by synagogues 
and Protestant denominations 
are under the impression that 
the tuition payments are de- 
ductible for income tax pur- 
poses if the check is made out 
to the sponsoring religious or- 
ganization instead of to the 
school itself. 

To clarify this misconception, 
the Internal Revenue Service 
restated the rule that, tuition 
payments, whether made out to 
the school or to the sponsoring 


since 


1883 


TITLE 


GUARANTEE 
and Trust Company 





... offering 
a complete title insurance 
service throughout the 
States of New York, 
New Jersey, Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, Maine 


religious organization, do not and Vermont 

qualify as charitable contribu- 

tions. ; MEW JERSEY OFFICES: 
It was pointed out that the 

test for determining the de- Hackensack 


19 BANTA PLACE 
Tel. HUbbard 7-4300 
Newark 
1180 RAYMOND BLVD. 

NN Tel. MArket 4-1331 


ductibility of such payment as 
a charitable contribution de- 
pends on the purpose for which 
the payment is made and not to 
whom it was made. 
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(Continued from page 6) 


and wanted to know why he had 
been cleared. The witness answered 
that he presumed he had been 
found innocent the charges and 





meeting could be forced r 
n notice filed with 
tee clerk. 

should be 
to legal advice fr 
both public and priv 





ive interested 
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unism. He was asked 
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Senator 
as Chairman 
en stated that he re 


Joseph k 








Zineer physicist 
New Jersey. summo 
nmittee, that his cli 
n suspended from 
reason for summon- 


ven 
ven 


Mr. Katchen re- 
waited with his client 
the ante-room of t 

jing in New York 
called; that the he 
posedly a clcsed one 
1ered into the wit 
were present 





th 
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and two other we I 
hn, Chief Cour t 
and his father and 
a Mr. Schine, and a walt 
ncluding Senator Mc- M 
Ir. Ad Counsel to the 
tigators, etc. Mr. Katch- 
was warned by en n ndictments again 
at he could not cross- otherw 
not to interrupt, was it's 
any testimony, and I S que 
confer with his client h by the committ n 
> room The exan a- tended to intimidate him anda to 
ducted by the Chair- deter from represer g wit- 
counsel to the com- nesses before the comm 
Katchen represented tw 


Mr 
ther persons at hearin: One of 
had been ‘ three 
rior thereto, was subsequent- 
red and reinstated and re- 
to his position at Fort Mon- 
t Later he was again 
ded without named charges. The 
irman questioned the witness 


ss was asked if he was 
if he had ever at- 
Communist meeting, and 
=ned to be tnere. The ly c 
swered that, sixteen turne 
he was invited to go mé 
by a youth whom he be 

€n since, as a union rep- 














sus- 








labor. He 
ked by the committee to ex- 
in Socialism and to define Com- 
1 if he had 
ead Karl Marx. He said he had not 














Mr 
a transcript of the former hearing 
in his possession. The Chairman 

it, to which 
i that the tran- 


of Le 
that his counsel, Katchen, had 





asked him to produce it 
the 







witness r 



























































el at gy questioner wanted to know script was Marke Confidential” 
ngs. as long as the coun why he listened to a Communist and was not to be disclosed without 
: supply specific answer speaker, and the witness answered Army permission but that he 
mao. that he did not know he was a would produce f Mr. Adams, 
iy Chairman should not call Communis speaker He was then Counsel to the Army, approved. 
‘i Gomiian sens teens . asked to define the difference be- The Chairman rdered the 
echoing vileo vee and Communism, production of the transcript on the 
arings should be gi and s to do so produced spot. Mr. Katchen said that the 
- os A cae ek anliatoin augl was never recalled was request was not fair view of the 
‘members might arrange 2°¥S ; suspended el : capped serge ieet and 
Sane Fort Monmouth, but subsequently because the witness yuld be al- 
; 3 1 lowed to retain it for his own pro- 
eae emi nied a wit At the hearing, tection. Thereu Chairman 
een oe. Semen Chairn Katch- Stated that he give Mr. 
uid wee a place : hat } *h had Katchen one wee produce it; 
samenitted. twenty~t al ed ‘rein was private and Otherwise he would ld both Mr. 
BGvVanee Whether as } Jisclosed 2 his com- Katchen and his client in contempt. 
mre poset at pres ) However, according to Mr. Mr atenes hese eis . sien i 
: : : Katche after the heaiing, the ) read a wri emorandum 
ee Oe Me ress as informed by the Chair- !Ssued by the Loyalty Review Board 
Le Sy eee oe lat the witness had said, PT SEES. 2. peers: a : 
- a manner as to leave no transcript. Throug 1e hearing 
al ranscripts <9 to the identity of the wit- Mr. Adams, Couns« the Army, 
pede ae sas ae ss fan inference unfavorable WMO was present ained silent 
yr through counsel. Cop- ac agin. fi iG lid not contrad Mr. Katch- 
transcripts wou xiii ; aie eu on 1s statements, a ng to the 
i atte Subsequent iber of 
, La Ir. Katcl accompanied - mane McCarthy) “ ‘ephoned 
és tb ow natin ve von, |wer Matehen,. requesting the-ap- 
witnesses eRPES vie eos iaaa — pearance of Mr. Harry G and 
min Se ree eee | Nise CHONTS ihc int Y 2:00. 
) approve i pa ee P.M. of the same on in- 
. , Y : "St ve a formed that Mr. G was not 
ors pag acey then available. t equest was 
substa : ral’ ata ae Maa ve cancelied, but tk tion of the 
: \ raisS subversive 11S att Rexset ten) tes g xc demand- 
he report of the special that thousands people belonging | : Mr Katchen o¢ aston Ma 
f the American . Bar it believe ikuedhed Carthy on N ve 1953, in- 
By reason thereof ne of member- forming him that he ad advised 
ittee approves’ these up in the | eae enees s client to retaiz transcript of 
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Se Faia pe aia The Depart- pri A eens 4 he bree 
g th this very t Banking Insurance of ,, : pissy Tenet 4 Erk ae 
f which is indicative State of New k had see sie es eee Senator that it was a 
accomplished by law- ee Se ie nee. Yew ’ ach ‘of sec rit ations for 
xemplified by their in- Of the members of the Order be- B alientite iy yoy to the 
forts and through their © ae Seer hs rote letters Senator. The lette1 inanswer- 
ations. It now seems ary t embers of the Order not to 4 yj, ee a rote PAR RS 
these new standards of render their insurance policies tan 7 gy oo Stevens pg 
sure a great measure : oe ational cember 2. 1953 and related to him 
nd proper protection S Order 1006 1S IYBRCRISE,| the position of | regarding 
al ‘guards tneir g e produ no nfidential”’ 
: nem due protec ument and that he 
form Senator \ that his 
PART I ght ‘ was caught lemands 
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State Bar Associatior \ taker Ve! t V : es ; an Bact: 
res us to report ' Waraari % s same day, Mr. Green w rote 
rs pertinent si ete McCarthy behalf of Mr 
are now brought to a - se hen and hin f insel for 
of that part fe eel” ie ie A 
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our Association and = hie as of 
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g ns Committee = Eee m tae 
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> members of the Ne = Scess: ement as 
and of our Associatior marvel Ry ESE SPOS ea eos BETIS ee 
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E who i ‘oduced < ,eCaust lile at ) ek: e ‘XI Ss. whe S 
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lawyers repre- faculty advisor who refused by stating ed Mr 
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> on Government Op- + nmouth 
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4. There was outright misrepre- 
sentation on the part of the Com- 
mittee’s counsel in the 
the examination. 

Mr. Green laid before us extracts 


of the testimony given by his client | 


and others under examination at 
hearings held_on December 8, 1953 
and December 9, 1953, contending 


that this record would indicate 
gross abuses. By reason of his con- 
tention, we have examined the 


transcripts placed before us. 

Both Messrs. Katchen and Green 
attributed a hostile atmosphere to 
the hearings. Without commenting 
on their complaint in this respect, 
it our considered opinion that 
the hearings were conducted in an 
improper manner, bearing in mind 
that the witnesses were being 
charged with alleged violations of 
the Espionage Act. matters serious- 
ly affecting their reputations, their 
property rights. and perhaps their 
liberties. The record bears evi- 
dence of the fact that some wit- 
nesses were permitted to testify to 
conclusions and facts not within 
their personal knowledge, the right 
of cross-examination was refused 
counsel for the witnesses, and at- 
tempts of the latter and counsel to 
make statements or comments on 
the testimony were frequently cur- 
tailed and sometimes refused. Here 
and there appear direct statements 
of the Chairman that the Espionage 
Act has been violated by the wit- 
This, notwithstanding the 
fact that the Congressional Com- 
mittee had no judicial authority. 
It was not a court, and neither the 
committee nor its members had a 
right to determine that anyone was 
guilty or not guilty 

We conclude that the complaints 
of the members of our Association, 


is 


ness 


recited in its resolution, are well 
founded. Although we are forced 


to condemn these acts and consider 
that they violated the rights of the 
witnesses and constituted improper 
treatment of their counsel, thereby 
rendering his services inadequate 


as a “right to counsel,” neverthe- 
less we are of the opinion that 
the acts complained of, in so far 
as we have indicated herein, are 
not likely to happen again in view 
of the new rules adopted by the 
Senate, of which mention has been 
made herein. This salutary result 
naving been obtained, we make 


the following recommendations. 


RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. Your committee is of the opin- 
ion that the report of the Spec- 
ial Committee of the American 
Bar Association, embracing the 
subject of Congressional In- 
vestigations in general. and its 
recommendation to the Ameri- 
can Bar Association, approved 
by the House of Delegates Au- 
gust 17, 1954, respecting the 
adoption of a Code of Inves- 
tigative Procedure embodying 
the principles therein set forth, 
is a fit and proper one, and we 
recommend that this Associa- 
tion fully adopt the same 

We further recommena the ap- 
proval by this Association of 
the new rules of conduct of the 
Senate Permanent Subcommit- 
tee on Investigations, adopted 
by the United States Senate 
on or about January 15, 1955 
Because of the enactment by 
the new Senate Permanent 
Subcommittee on Investigations 
of new rules of procedure, we 


w 


feel that we may assume that 
the acts and grievances com- 


plained of by the members of 
this Association and recited in 
its resolution are not likely to 
be repeated in the future, and 





that it is presently unnecessary 
for the Association to take any 
action in this respect. We, there- 


fore, not recommend any 
further action by the New Jer- 


ao 


sey State Bar Association at 
this time. 
4. We commend the action of the 


members of our Association 
who brought t .ttention 


the matters forming the subject 


» Its 


course of | 
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Announcements 


Philip E. Gordon, G. George 
Addonizio and Nathan H. Sissel- 
man have formed a partnership 
for the practice of law under the 
firm name of Addonizio, Sissel- 
man & Gordon with offices at 
17 Academy Street, Newark 2. 








Paul L. Blenden is now en- 
gaged in the general practice of 
law with offices at 710 Mattison 
Avenue, Asbury Park 








TITLE SEARCHES 
in 
Essex, Middlesex, Monmouth, 
Morris, Somerset Counties 
30 years experience - approved 
abstractor for five Title Insurance 
Companies 


COMMUNITY 
ABSTRACT CO. 
435 West 5th Ave., Roselle, N. J. 
CHestnut 5-0488 


Union, 








ALLSTATE DETECTIVE ="; 
AGENCY 


Civil, Criminal, Commercial 
20 Years Experience 


Domestic, 


Confidential Recordings 
TAPE - DISK OR WIRE 


Secret Wireless Telephone or 
Room Recordings 
SHADOWING AND TRACING 
24 HOURS SERVICE 
28 - 13th Ave., Nwk...MArket 3-9388 
225 W 57 St., NYC..COlumbus 5-6444 
6108 Tyler Pl, West NY..UNion 6-1900 








FINANCING 
ACCOUNTS 
RECEIVABLE 


@ Non-notification basis 
@ Chattels - Inventory 
@ Forwarders Protected 


INLAND CREDIT CORP. 


11 West 42 St., N.Y. 36, N.Y. BR 9-8375 








Continued on page 8, col. 2) 








loaded 
pon assump 
witness 


») The witness wa p-sawed” 





»v being asked confusing questions 
as to what he said ypen and 
s sessions of the hearings 








3. The questions based on 

esumed resort to F.B.I. files, al- 
though the questioner had no ac- 
cess thereto 


SAVE! ...Up to 


Appellate Printing by Offset 


As the originators, promoters and only practitioners of 
this method in the New Jersey 
6% x 914 format, may we urge you to take advantage of this 
substantial and significant saving the next time you are tak- 


ing an appeal. 


JOSEPH B. TOBISH 


APPELLATE PRINTING 


1 3rd on 


state courts in the regular 


52 WEST STATE STREET 
TRENTON 8, N. J. 
EXport 4-4645 - 3-6942 
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= 0 Corporate Desk Sea! 
* J ring Minute Book with Booster 


+ Book of Beautifully Lithographed SRS 
Stock Certificates 


OPTIONAL 
* Printed Minutes at $1.00 
* Gold Lettering on all Books 
at $1.00 


® Pocket Seal at $1.50 
ond up 


*reinforced drawer 


A RANDSOME OUTFIT—QUALITY MADE TO ENDURE 
$1.50 additional 


* Shipped prepaid within hours! 
® Seal in your office in o day! 


ALL-STATE orrice 


502 HIGH STREET, NEWARK 2,N.3. + 


SUPPLY CO. 


MARKET 4-5577 





ANOTHER — ALL-STATE — IMPROVEMENT 


FXTR A AT NO INCREASE IN PRICE 


An Extra Heavy Indestructible 
Lift Top Box 





























Wick to the 


Judge John B 





Bi ston County Court for the 
week of May 9 and May 16, 1955, 
excluding Friday, May 20, 1955. 
Essex ey" Call 
RIDAY AKI y. '‘ 
s A sig 
~ AM ‘ aa 
SS S ‘ i Ve IS 
~ ty S07 S268 
Ss is ] qn ‘ 
a3 —~ ie : > 
Serna AGH ONG te 
DIOSS. D400 { $178 
ote bs so4 $314 
2432 AQIS i 24398 
24418 $456 tid $546 
. {ISGS. Basso 6O38 








































































































— —— 
NORMAN N. POPPER Congressional Committee Investigations CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 
REGISTERED PATENT SRD SS i 
on MAS (Continued from page 7) title d to le gal representation, Katch- BUSINE ss OPPORTU NITY FOR SALE 7 
ATTORNEY . aaa 
= ‘ . ——— en, by his affidavit procedure, really ; ————— : 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. matter of its resolution, there- eed with Cohn. My recollection | '’A' YER WITH BUSY PRACT D FOR 3 ps gre pe Be 
Mitchell 2-1406 by fulfilling a praiseworthy jis that our American and State z 
Services available to attorneys only duty on their part to the Bar Bar Associations have condemned ; i ; ; WI 
in general this viewpoint. An accused, “no] po, Gos . ; ! 
Respectfully ubmitted 1atter how abhorrent the offense |— — —— | of 2 
ROY GRIFFITH JONES | 22°" March 14, 15 nor how seemingly evident the| EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY | - 2-741 
JOHN O. BIGELOW guilt entitled to a fair trial : ——- RxI 
PATENT ATTORNEY WILLIAM A. CONSODINE | (Stat Gecechio 16 Ma cea) XPERIENCED, WAN S42 
Formerly Patent Advisor, DOUGLAS M. HICKS A fa ria best assured by hav- 
U. S. Gov., Dept. of the Army MENDON MORRILL in ‘al representation \ \ a 
Php sa sale tage ata er) , THEODORE D. PARSONS MENDON MORRILL ie ~BWEG! 
rantorc ce, ewark, » Bs . , . . r —_ q " . 4 
roectiriaemy Spciany JAMES W. PHELAN EMPLOYMENT WANTED FOR SALE a 
MILTON M. UNGER sf Atlantic Reporter. Ist & 2nd series ty « soc 
een “hairs rGER iV I B Atlantic Digest to date the 
Chairman New Jersey Statutes Annotated ¢ ts ful 
I concur in the tatement and No reasonable offer ref cs Tu 
FF RNITURE conclusion in Part I aang, Robins LEROY MILLAR stat 
O ICE FU N U I cannot join in the conclusion of \ I 102 North Main St., Paterson, Nj F mis 
Repaired @ Refinished @ Reconditioned Part Il that “the complaints of the LAmbert 3-1803 ope 
members of our Association \ ; 
Manufacturer of are well founded Without que = —~ An 
. tioning the sincerity ntegrityv o1 eS LICENSED BON son 
Fine Leather accuracy of the testimony of the K pie te \ , ‘ x #4 D t ti A ~ tion 
A i estif g complainant the fact : 
Office Furniture ae ee ee ee ante ae anus verective gene) pers 
Stili emains lat Cc es ( oni = 
° . . , ¢ 
Prompt Efficient Service one side. and I rebel at the idea of \ Divorce Investigations a Specigy 
adjudicating without hearing ! ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 ce 
LEATHER FURNITURE both sides. No attempt was made by in a aie "|| 2263 ©. Jersey St. Charles tang exer 
CLEANED and REVITALIZED the committee to obtain an expla Glizabeth, W. J. wii dhe a: that 
ON PREMISES ation from the other side. The fact ; ae : 
om such an attempt _— have ° 1 \ ' FOR RENT “8 
Sn ee I, 1) Boo? practice! or even impossibl CREDIT REPORTS: 
*y ° does not alter my position. In fact \ 0 , LET: BEAUTIFUI ROOM pr 
5 Oliver St Neowin SNe. by taking a contrary posit on, the , M ‘ A r My Nt oe Bobet NEW JERSEY BUREA\ opal 
MArket 2-8292 comn ittee seems to be indulging L y : Aperagtes . hone Afiachet WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manoge an 
in one of the very procedure t \ ee MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1 NJ 
condemning ’ FOR 3 AWYER'S PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 nde 
I an ipelled to make a further S K g WIRE: Union, N. J mort 
commeni M Katchen _ testified \ e ‘ : 
that committee counsel Cohn a ked : . LAWY nee? ee f ‘ 
W A N T - cy thy toga lily cali ‘ n —We Cooperate With Attorne f 
in that Ne catchen belteved r flor 
ee Setee,. Gelicnnd inca tt Sa SARASOHN & COP" 
re} | E re present iti mn of ‘ anni ts ne \\N is Dry ‘\V \ FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THI - 
Seniie me nae | See ret R POLICYHOLDER ‘ 
earn iad Cohn a 786 Broad Street, me b 
y ] EO ; ~ ‘ ae Newark 2, N. J. n 
b ine ee Se eee ie ; MArket 3-3213-4 
i\ t CAL { re Clit S ! : 
stating that the chent wa no i Hay ee 
TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA communist and that if Katel = . - 
is iter found out that the client wa ~ I Fire Adjusting 
$13 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22. N.Y. act a comn ist. he was at lib ! ; SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
ty tov ww from the ca l | : s IRVING M. MINION 
St Ns ’ i { ¢ 1 yu FOR SALE . . is 
6 : sue | Associated Adjusters 
) s S suc Were ) « | 
— FOR Ss POM SI s \ 24 Commerce St., Newark ‘end 
' 8. 1904 : : Mitchell 2-1771 MArket 2-308....; 5, 
: : 10! 
i se . . poor 
ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLIcIT# fe : 
1s Keating To Address W. D. ETTINGER & (0 
. Passaic County Bar FIRE ADJUSTERS f° 
The next regular meeting of FOR THE ASSURED h 
: ¥ the Passaic County Bar Associa- 9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK n 
tion 1 be hel Id on Monday, Mitchell 2-4694-5 D 
are permanent “hits” with new and old corporations April 25th at 8:15 P. M. at the | [=== 
S MEK B Alexander Hamilton Hotel, Pat- 
with excfusive self-filing drower se Assignments arson. (Naw Jerse \ BArclay 7-2574 PLainield 3 
The ) ‘assignment of The guest speake SAMUEL K. PEARSO) 
‘en pia i : nene ot ee a eee CONSULTING METEOROLOG! sone 
] ee ue he Essex County | Will _ be William J é é : Hie as 
iC AC : 4 : “yaa Onn aes gts bias SS. Expert Witness 40 Yrs. N.Y. & NJ (m@Be. - 
Cc the week of April|formerly an Assista = strict 1217 South End Parkway a 
25. 1955 is elled Attorney and more ently Plainfield, N. J. 
to their regular a the New York : Anti. 39 Cortland St., Room 1 NY 
1 : rime ommiittee. Myr ating Ss 
ISS h¢ following a eee ae ae prance 
+) 1am nas been prominent i1n 
s ssigned temporarily | (\ ee Pee 
sit ane he newspapers recently because OVER SARS EXP 
mn ‘oa ’ t of his conflict with the Police A P Pp 2 AISER 
idge S. Rusling ap to tne eae Ti _— 7o 
Rea Ke Se — ei M . ie ment in New York City REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY 
County Court for the ‘urrent wiretapping ESTATES, INHERITANCE TAX 
ks of April 25. May 9. Mav 23. ae ates ee : FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY COURT 
Sag eage Rares tenes As a result of th — ESTATES LIQUIDATED — 
N Vy st ti 13 and June 20, an } M. LANES _ 
135 200 OLIVER ST., NEWARK 5. 4. ni 
: ae : : : MArket 3-1119 Bie. 
Leon Leonard to the}and sentenced to jail for fi Ing 
County Court for}days for refusing to name the 
veeks of May 23 and May|sources from which his infor. 2clentifie Aids for Attors 
2 55 mation was obtained. This con- Investigation @ Expert mony no 
Tudee George T. Naame to the}tempt order is presently on ge age te dicts TO api 
rton County Court for the | appeal. Pri scicee ge 
YOU GET s weeks of June 6 and June 13. Mr CLARENCE a WINCHE 
* Stock and Transfer Ledger 1955: and vire- E 
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Z. H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N.Y. 
Phone: LO. 5-3088 

















Elinton TITLE INSURANCE COMPA} 
OF NEW JERSEY 


7 NELSON PLACE, NEWARh, 
Mitchell 2-7875 


AGENCIES IN * Campen * Hackensack * New Brunswick * 134 


TITLES INSURED 
THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY 


on the Certification of Authorized Attorne)s 
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A NEW JERSEY CORPORATIO 


Serving New Jersey > Wa 
Organized 1928 






